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Dear Dr. Kingeys

On veturn from vacation I find your letter of August 26th with
its enclosures. I hasien to answer, and let me say st the vwery outset that
neither I personally acr this Division of the Foundation mor the Foundation
a3 a whole wishes to huve or hes thought of any repudiation of your work.
There 18 no possibility of ny being adle to come % (levelund, and further-
more I think in this lettsr I ocan neke comment quite full enough to satisfy
You and Professor Yerkea sc thad no meeting will be necessary though I con-
feas 1t would be a sutisfaction for it would allow me & measure of repeti-
tion and resssurancs to you that would be a pleamue to give.

There ure wvarious ways which The Rockefeller Foundation has fol=-
lowed in support of medical research. I would like $o oontrast two methods
in order to bring out what seck o me to bs the essential points under dis~
cussion in the leiters between yoursslf and Dr. Yerkes. In several ine
stances the Foundation Trustees eppropriste funds to & university in support
of somo specific project which The Rockefeller FPoundstion officers have
atudied, usuelly after a visit to the individuals concernod, and in thia in-
stance the officers take initial, complete and continuing responsibility in
recomeending to the Truatecs that the money be spent for the undertaking
that 1is inwvolved.

Another method which we have foliowed is to appropriata to the
Sational Research Council, or sometines to a university, a sum of monsy in
- support of research projects which may camend themgelves %o Hatlonal Research
Council committes menbers or to special committees in a given university.
But in this omve there is a significant differense in that Foundation of-
ficers do not have any rils in finding or deciding wpon what regearch proj-
ects are %o b supported with the funds which they have put into the hands
of other sgents to use according to their discretion. JFor exmmple, & few
yeara ago we nade & grant of several thousand dollars to the University of
Rochester for the support of research work in the Medieal Schaool. This
fund is eallied a fluid research fund end the decision and selection of proj-
ects on which the money was spent remgined entirely the responsibility of a
comnities in the Hedicel School, and I did not know who wounld bs or who had
been alded by this fund until the end of each fiaseal yesxr when a report was
given as to how the money wan divided.

If you will look wp in THE SCIENTIFIC MORTHLY for May 1944 an
article that I wrote vegarding the strategy of medisal researsh you will
see on page 367 and agein on page 368 a discussion of scwe of the conaider—
ations involved in our msking granis of this charecter « grants in which
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our own selection and responglibility for finding ;ood projects i3 deliber-
ately decentralized or devolvec upon persons we expect and indeed have found
to be more competent judges than ocurselves. I don't think thet it is quite
reagonable to ignore or weive the role which the direct recipients of a
grant of this character play. I for one want them to have and tu feel the
full credit for finding and selecting firat-rate research programs. We have
had some very satisfactory experiocnces with this method of making money
avallable for resesrch, and the Rational Reseurch Councelil's Comzittee for
Regeurch in Problems of Sex ia & clear-cut erwuple uf such a success. They
degerve full credit for the decision they nade in support of your work, and
even if the name of Tiie Rockefeller Foundation may be in some gquarters a
more readily comprehended gponsor tiere would be no honesty whatever in nmy
stating or tecitly beinz allowed to be understood that the asuppart you heve
received from that Committee 1s to be credited directiy to the Foundation.
The fact thet thig Committes of the Hatiousl Resewreh Council recelives its
support from The Rockefelier Foundetion is a aimplie and accurate statement,
and I thinxk that if the Foundation were even apyroechinz e mood of repudiation
it would address itself to Dr. Yeries in the first end in the last instance,
but as I have seld, thst 18 not the case.

I have no objection whatever tu your seying thet the grant cowos
froa thue National Reasscrch Councli and tuat thatl Counitiee is supvorted by
The Rockefeller Poundation, and in any discussion I have no objection to your
saying that the Foumaation officer involved spuroveg of what you nre doinge
1 do believe, however, that you would not be wise in appesaring to by-puss or
omit the Cowmiitee's relationship in any printed stuatement or publie announce-
uante I think you will resllize too that confusion of understanding as to
the reletionships in s matter of this kind can put us sas Foundation officers
in an emburrasssing position since we are not in & position to by-pass the
National Research Joungili'a Commitiee nor do we wigh to maem to criticize or
lupute tielir judmment by writing to inforu ourselves about circumstances for
which we are not directiy responsibie and of wiich we do not know enough.
There have been & good many instances where, had the Foundation emphasized
its support of some singulerly fortunate bit of research, the credit and the
satisfaotion would have been tasen away frou thuse who hud every right to it.
¥Ye sre convinced that this is not fair nor wise, and if I underscore and
emphasize your relstionship to the National Research Council's Committee it
ig but one way in which I ecen show ny appreciation and gratitude to that
Comrittee for finding and deciding to support & project better than I sup-
pose I could have discovered, and because ] would hute to have the reputation
built up for the Foundation that it lets comnitieesa do the work but when
convenlent and advantegeous takes tiie credit or the responsivility out from
the conmiitee!s hands and feels free to make any such decisions witiicut
reference to the very peraons on whom it reslly depends.

One aspect of your letter has troubled me a good deal. Please don't
believe thal I am unaware of the complexities and difficulties and the con-
stant struggle it is to do work that you are engaged on. FRhat troubles me is
thaet I apparently have not made you reaiize that I do understand these dif-
ficulties end that I do wery highly value the tenucity and emergy that you
uge in meeting these difficulties. If I could sey snything that would set
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your mind at rest on thia point I would do so, and the more gladly wiscoe it
iz so sincerely felt Ly me.

One finsl remark or reflection that I offer for whatever it may be
worthe I believe that the public and the acientific world must increasingly
realize that the foundetions are not the only responsible and coampetent pur-
veyors of support to resserch work., I have tried in this direction to in-
crease the knowledge of the public concerning whet the National Reseerch Coun-
oil heas done and is prepered to do, and I think that grants to committeea of
the National Research Council, though they never wili be slurrsd over or
evaded as Foundation responsibilities, can sensibly be the means of increus-
ing the confidence of the public and of the solentist in the wiazdom of
choices made by such committecs in the field of reseersh work.

1 do hope thai this leotter clarifies zll of tne points of uncer-
tainty in your mind. If it doesn!t, plense foel fres to wmrite me egaln with-
out any kliad of hesitation.

Yours sincersly,

ALAN GREGw

Dr. Alfred C. Kinsey
Professor of Zoology
Indiana University

Bloomington, Indiana

AGI1SIR
s¢3 Dr. Robert M. Yerkes



